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»iﬁ response to British initiative fo
13tEWest: trade matters, taking advantagé 0;
Wb‘to London of Admﬁral DeLany and, Mr,if‘

. Atud an Oppovtunity o taik w1th responsible U.S. off-
East-West trade matters because the British had unde ;re"iew& 5
,ﬁzme tho question of ‘a modification of the existingilistg in he light of'
the: Onc pt3 which were. now, dominating a grnat deal of " the.mi 1tary plan—
rior. toth Prnnch Jnxtiablve to call a CG mee "Br“thh
ndfpendently had been considering the mean;ngfulneaJ
ceontrol A1sts drawn up as they were Jnitlally agalnthpﬁ
“f¢ang~d:adnnout warfare of attrition on'a g%pbal scale
tae miiatary recognized the devastating power of thermoohuriedr weapons *
{ and planned in terms of wars ol short duration and nearly:total destruc-
j : tmon of . lndustrlal objpctives with the fnitial attack and retaliation, the
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resent controls were of very limited marginal import-

the ability of the Scviet Bloe to wage a war
_mwmima.l ‘weapons, it was hard to redbat the case that the present
'A.Mumoftmlms lignmoam againet thomvcmctptoj

In eddition to this reexsminastion which the Aritish had uxder way P
wien the French proposed the CO mesting (which the British found premature S
because of the stage which their own studies had reached) they ware con-
fronted with great domestic pressure both to relax controls generally
and to bring China ocontrols down to the lwalotthou‘ppm.ngtotho
rest of the Soviet Bloe, This pressure wis to a large extent.Pariis-
mentary pressure reflscting the opinion of the pudblic in several consti-
tuencies, motivated both by the public reaction to the better atmosphere
following the Geneva talks, reaction to the axhortation of the Govermment
to export more, and the fact that some individual segmants of huinou
t:iled to enjoy the gensral prasperity ot the country,

It was too early to say what changes the Briushmldhavetomg- ok
gest in the control lists, as the mutter had not been fully considered by
the Ninisters. In the meantime, the British would stand upon the tri. ’
partite pro-Summit sgresasnt on hendling strategic trade controls fn
negotiations with the U.8.8.R. It wes thought, however, that the British
-would be resdy and would wieh to talk in more detail with the United
States in angther three or four weeks about the cutooms of their studles, 7

[ As a general indication of the conclusions towards which they were moving
-1t might be noted that in plice of the present criteria for listing 1tm,
the British military were, in terms of strictly defense requirements, .
testing the listing of individual commodities against the consideration -
. of whether their continued control would signiffcantly limit the initial
‘readincss of s potentialaggressor to launch an attack with thcm-nnclur
weapcne or effectively limit the defense of the Soviet Eloe against
‘retaliatory attack of the same sort from the Wost, Where an item was in
" the list at present primarily to hamper industrial development useful to
the ability af the Bloc to wage coaventional war for a long period on a
- global scale, 4t would be the British view on the basia ot it.s nev cenupt
that ‘éuch an item should no longer be nta&naﬂﬂ . IO

SR 'nu mem were ukd whether they recognised tho pouibmty of
limdted localized wars boing fought wdth conventionmal weapons, say on the
Komn pattam, or altermt.in]y the pouibmty that the threat of thom—
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" capacity.  Some British opinion held this view 80 atrongly that it felt .
' there ‘was no reason why conventional weapons should be controlled. None-

‘was concerned. The Brilish contended that many of the differential items

 4ion of the Korean War, btut this excuse wa§ no. lopger,.valid since,*}.he'ﬂhot g

Yion of the system merely,droye the Chingge more.closely into ibe

Wﬂt‘df AT

of gas in 1l .
tional weapons. , They repli

ssibilities they did not seem to ‘provide.sufficient
ining controls over .the types of thing

Bloc ¢ ‘to.wage, such wars. In the British view, the Sovie
had adequate capaclity and stocks o0f conventional Jeapons go, as 10
be completely beyond the reach _of Western contr. " which, on the most '

timlstic ‘sppraisal, had had almost no effect ‘on.the Soviel iz military -

s which might

theless, the British would not propose; in implementation of their new
concept, to remove conventional weapons from the 1ist, or machinery 80 R -
specialized as to be useful only for producing such weapons OT ammmnition, ¢ i
or items incorporating advanced military know=how. N : b

In response to another question; the British said they were prepared,
as indicated above, to hold to the tripartite position previously agreed .
in July with regard to the present East-West trade controls for the Foreign °
Ministers? talk in Geneva. Even if they had not wished to do 50, they would '
not have been in a position to advance their new ideas by the time of that
meetings - R ' : T

. Mr. Wheeler spoke briefly to the point of the British dissatisfaction. ' '
with the differential between the China controle and those applying to ‘i
Eastern Europe. The sum total of the British presentalion on this question :
was to convey the impression that the: d_the. eventnal estab-

i

00 0
1ishment of ane H&fﬁ'ﬁﬁﬂéﬁﬂ‘e’"&“%& entire Bloce In maiking their pre-
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sentation on ‘the point, however, they stressed the_‘;il#p_rqp‘,q}pil_ifby of fheir '

continuing to maintain in Parlisment that there Wa3 3ny Jogic in keeping,

G Tforentials when the items onthe Chinede list ctmid be ‘obtiained through
Eastern Europe if they were essential to the Chinéi;’a economy, and be
acquired at an additional cost which was of 1ittle Teal significance s0

far as its impeding ‘Chinese industrial development; or military potential-

- HETPR

ware of a kind which were thought to be immediately useful in the prosecus

war had been conclided in the Far East. They argued further that perpetua-

B

armg of

the Russians. .. .
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loned pre
‘maturely when they might figure as a substantial factor in' neg‘otiating
'+ ‘an dmprovement in the situation between China and the West. “Attached

" if there were to be a full-scale exchange of views with€he US' and Franc

[N |

‘.’m Paris conveying to them pointa that they had ot berore us, . ‘. _«‘

. was clearly ome ’Bloc, but thoy alao contemphtod ‘redugtion. in‘the,

o i+ W

the ‘trade controls removed. rmampmgﬂggotor in(
real, . though perhaps marginal, economic effact"s, was' ome
should be regarded as a valuable bargaining pet.  The wo
lateral, differential controls now applied ahouid not be a

hereto is a summary prepared by Mr. Barnett of the argument he developed
Messrs. Wheeler, Oresswell, and Edden remarked that they had found the
statement of Jjustification for the U.S. attitude very lluminating, and

intimated that full account would be t-a.ken of it in pramting their
recommendations to the Hiniaters. Lo

It remained the British ccntantitm, hmver, that the atrategic
controls applicable to China might be modified without doing violence
to the UN Resolution branding China as an aggressor. They suggested
that they were quite prepared to make such & change after discusaion
with the other nations maintaining the multilateral controls. They
mentioned in particular that an additional elemsnt in their thinking
was their belief that the contrals.are, disintegrati: , dny case and
had better be modified in an orderly fashion for sqm,, al ‘Fedtiot

than to be brought into disremite tuf”’, otn.gt qpestiou "'nnd whoiesalo
modlﬁc‘ationa. : e .

b, Al

“On the specific question of a dato fbr the CO ﬂeﬂht{ thé ﬁi‘itiah‘-’
t.hought it would be agreeable to aim for a period ten: ‘days -or two weeks..
after the end of the Foreign Ministers'® meeting but not: Mrlier than the
Tirst week of December. The British would have prepared’their own views
" by that time but thought that such & schedule wuld press a bit tightly -

prior to the meeting. They specifioally said that'thay edpected to talk
informally with the French prior to the scheduled October '3 trﬂaterala :

- In concluding the discussion, the British uaid thnt they had parti_
ularly wished to have it understood by the United States thai they not .
only envisaged ome list applicable to the .entire coymlat World, which
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1ingness ‘to discuss China controls in line with th
a CO meeting, when they might later and within a
coming back with a proposal for:a further Vrodnct.i
In response to a question as to vhcther it,muld
that an agreement should.be sought on a rodmtxm
and then a reduction of the China controls to'the he
whether they contemplated an. immediate reduvoti 1 of _lnwm : ¥
‘controls to the present Furopean levels wbile ‘the new :British omcept i
‘was being discussed, Mr. Vheeler 1ndicated_ -'tho Br!. N’ d 0

take the 1atter approach. ' ‘

Attachment A—Smm\ary of US Argmntauon in US-UK '
Bﬂaterala on East-West Trlds
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